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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is made in response to applicant's amendment filed on 
2/07/20090. Claims 1-6, 9-11, 16, 19-21, 23, 25, and, 28 are currently pending in the 
application. An action follows below: 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 -6, 9-11,16,1 9-21 , 23, 25, and, 28 
have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

The Applicant has presented multiple arguments in light of the amendments to 
the claims. 

Regarding the arguments that the presented prior art lacks a single wire forming 
multiple loops in a single direction as one part of an inductive input layer. The Examiner 
agrees that the Yamanami reference does teach multiple loops being formed by multiple 
wires in a single direction. However, the Applicant's specification indicates the use of 
multiple wires forming loops in a single direction rather than a single wire as amended 
and argued. Specifically, Figs. 3 and 4 are described as having a wire lattice made of 
wires winded along X and Y axis depending on the layer (paragraph 50). Therefore, 
while the proposed amendment overcomes the prior art of record, the amendment is not 
supported by the specification and is an issue of new matter. At this time a rejection 
under 35 USC 1 12 1 st is being presented based on the issue of new matter with respect 
to the arguments that only a single wire is used to form all of the loops in a direction in 
an inductive layer. 
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Regarding the arguments that the presented prior art lacks a teaching of multiple 
input layers each comprising an X input layer and a Y input layer with offset windings. 
The Examiner agrees that the previously presented prior art fails to disclose multiple 
layers of windings. The Yamanami and Kikuchi references disclose single X and Y 
layers forming the touch input system and do not teach a plurality of induction layers 
where each induction layer has a wire layer of loops in one direction and a wire layer of 
loops in another direction. 

The Examiner cites Ely et al. (USPN: 6489899) which discloses an inductive 
touch system having multiple X and Y loop layers forming the input device (Fig. 4e, 
elements 41-1 to 41-8 are layers of wiring forming inductive layers in alternating X and 
Y directions). Logically a pair of X and Y layers (such as elements 41-1 and 42-2) could 
be defined as a single inductive layer which means that Ely possesses a plurality of 
inductive layers each having a set of X and Y loops of wire. The Examiner feels the 
reference is highly pertinent to this application with respect to 35 USC 102 and 103. 

Also, the Examiner notes that the US Patent to Shih (USPN: 7486270) is 
assigned to the same assignee and discloses a very similar invention to the current 
application. The Examiner notes that the combination of claims 1 and 6 of the Shih 
patent are closely related to claim 1 of the current application. The Applicant is advised 
to consider the similarities between these claims with consideration to double patenting 
issues. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claims 1-6, 9-11, 16, 19-21, 23, 25, and, 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, 
first paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description requirement. The 
claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a 
way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the 
time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

Regarding claim 1 , the claim states, "a single fist wire winded on said wire lattice, 
said first wire being winded with multiple turns to form a plurality of loops..." and "a 
single second wire interlaced with said first wire, said second wire being winded with 
multiple turns to form a plurality of loops...". The use of a single loop for forming an 
entire sensing layer is not disclosed within the specification. The specification recites 
the use of a sensing layer have a wire lattice made up of wires (Figs. 3 and 4; 
paragraph 50). This indicates that a sensing layer is not made of a single wire forming 
all of the loops, but multiple wires used to form multiple loops. There is no teaching 
within the specification about using a single wire for forming all of the loops within a 
sensing layer. Therefore, the amendment to the claims regarding using a single first 
wire and a single second wire for forming the different sensing layers constitutes a new 
matter issue. Therefore, claim 1 is rejected under 35 USC 112 1st paragraph. Claims 
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2-6, 9-11, 16, 19-21, 23, 25, and, 28 all depend from claim 1 and therefore are also 
rejected under 112 1st paragraph. 

Conclusion 

4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Ely et al. (USPN: 6489899) discloses an inductive touch input 
system with multiple layers of X and Y wire loops. The wire loops are further displaced 
from each other so that the wire loops do not completely overlap from one layer to the 
next. Shih (USPN: 7486270) has the same assignee as the current application and 
describes a similar multiple layer inductive touch system for whiteboards having multiple 
inductive input layers having X and Y positioned loops of wire. 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Steven E. Holton whose telephone number is (571)272- 
7903. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bipin Shalwala can be reached on (571) 272-7681 . The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Bipin Shalwala/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2629 



Steven E. Holton 
Art Unit 2629 
March 26, 2009 



